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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 21-40 have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 21-23, 25, 27-29, 34-35 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Rogers et al (US 2003/0088878 A1 ). 

Regarding Claim 21, Rogers discloses an apparatus, comprising: 
a first receiver (FIG.2, -1012), wherein the first receiver receives a broadcast or a 
transmission of at least one of a program, an event, and a game, on or over at least one of the 
Internet and the World Wide Web from at least one of a broadcasting system device and a 
computer, wherein the first receiver is associated with a communication device associated with a 
user (Para 44 lines 1-5, 12-21, Para 45 lines 1-4); 

an input device (FIG.2, 1016) for inputting user information into the communication 

device; 

a transmitter (FIG.2, -1012) for transmitting information regarding the user information to 
a second receiver (FIG.2, -1000, FIG.2A, -120), wherein the second receiver is associated with 
the at least one of a broadcasting system device and a computer (FIG.2, -1002), and further 
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wherein the information is transmitted to the second receiver on or over at least one of the 
Internet and the World Wide Web (FIG. 2, 1008, cable modem network is the internet); and 

a processing device (FIG.2, -1000, FIG.2A, -142, Live Internet Event inherently includes 
a processing device), wherein the processing device is associated with the at least one of a 
broadcasting system device and a computer (FIG.2, 1 002), and further wherein the processing 
device processes the information received by the second receiver in response to the information 
being received by the second receiver, and further wherein the processing allows for an at least 
one on a user participation in the at least one of a program, an event, and a game, and a two-way 
communication between the user and an individual participant in or of the at least one of a 
program, an event, and a game, during the at least one of a program, an event, and a game 
(Para 61 lines 1-9, live chatting is a event participated by the user and another individual 
* participant). 

Regarding Claim 22, Rogers further discloses the at least one of a program, an event, 
and a game, is at least one of a television program, a television show, and a game show (Para 51 
lines 1-5, Para 52 lines 1-6). 

Regarding Claim 23, Rogers further discloses the at least one of a program, an event, 
and a game, is a radio program (Para 5 lines 3-6). 

Regarding Claim 25, Rogers further discloses the at least one of a program, an event, 
and a game, is at least one of a marketing program, an infomercial or a commercial, and an 
advertisement (Para 25 lines 1-5). 

Regarding Claim 27, Rogers further discloses the communication device is an interactive 
television (FIG.2, 1012, 1016, Para 45). 
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Regarding Claim 28, Rogers further discloses the communication device is a computer 
(FIG.2, 1012, 1016, Para 45). 



Regarding Claim 29, same rejection as Claim 28 since they are the same claims. 

Regarding Claims 34 and 35, Rogers further discloses the at least one of a program, an 
event, and a game, takes place at a studio and a playing field (FIG.2A, -138, -142, Live event in 
traditional broadcast network inherently includes taking place in studio and playing field). 

Regarding Claim 37, Rogers further discloses the user communicates with the individual 
participant by at least one of text messaging, instant messaging, and an e-mail message (Para 61 
lines 5-9). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



5. Claims 24, 26, 30, 32-33 and 38-40 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rogers et al (US 2003/0088878 A1) in view of Steingold et al (US 5,537,143). 



Regarding Claim 24, Rogers discloses limitations in Claim 21. 
However, Rogers fails to disclose at least one of a program, an event, and a game, is a sporting 
event. 

In an analogous art, Steingold discloses at least one of a program, an event, and a game, 
is a sporting event (Col 1 lines 30-40). 
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It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rogers' system to include at least one of a program, an event, and 
a game, is a sporting event, as taught by Steingold as one of the most popular events among TV 
audiences. 

Regarding Claim 26, Rogers discloses limitations in Claim 21. 

However, Rogers fails to disclose the processing device processes information regarding 
at least one of a prize, a winnings, and a compensation, for the user for the user's participation in 
the at least one of a program, an event, and a game. 

In an analogous art, Steingold discloses the processing device processes information 
regarding at least one of a prize, a winnings, and a compensation, for the user for the user's 
participation in the at least one of a program, an event, and a game (FIG.1, -23, FIG.4, -34, -64, 
-12). 

It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rogers' system to include the processing device processes 
information regarding at least one of a prize, a winnings, and a compensation, for the user for the 
user's participation in the at least one of a program, an event, and a game, as taught by Steingold 
as an incentive to encourage the viewers to participate the game. 

Regarding Claim 30, Rogers discloses limitations in Claim 21. 

However, Rogers fails to disclose the communication device is a wireless telephone. 

In an analogous art, Steingold discloses the communication device is a telephone (FIG.1, 
-18). Those skilled in the art know that the telephone can be wireless. 

It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rogers' system to include a phone, as taught by Steingold to take 
advantage of the existing communication device to save money and effort. 
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Regarding Claims 32 and 33, Rogers discloses limitations in Claim 21. 

However, Rogers fails to disclose the individual participant in or of the at least one of a 
program, an event, and a game, is a game contestant and a game player. 

In an analogous art, Steingold discloses the individual participant in or of the at least one 
of a program, an event, and a game, is a game contestant and a game player (FIG. 5, -17, Col 4 
lines 52-53). 

It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rogers' system to include the individual participant in or of the at 
least one of a program, an event, and a game, is a game contestant and a game player, as 
taught by Steingold so the viewer has more sense of participation with live TV broadcast. 

Regarding Claim 38, Rogers discloses limitations in Claim 21 . 

However, Rogers fails to disclose the second receiver receives information regarding at 
least one of a next play and a next activity in the at least one of a program, an event, and a game, 
anticipated by the user, and further wherein the processing device compares the information 
regarding at least one of a next play and a next activity in the at least one of a program, an event, 
and a game, anticipated by the user with an actual next play or next activity which occurs in the at 
least one of a program, an event, and a game. 

In an analogous art, Steingold discloses second receiver receives information regarding 
at least one of a next play and a next activity in the at least one of a program, an event, and a 
game, anticipated by the user, and further wherein the processing device compares the 
information regarding at least one of a next play and a next activity in the at least one of a 
program, an event, and a game, anticipated by the user with an actual next play or next activity 
which occurs in the at least one of a program, an event, and a game (FIG.3, -17, -24, -, -30, -32). 

It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rogers' system to include second receiver receives answers 
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regarding a game and compare with the actual results, as taught by Steingold as a typical way to 
determine a winner. 

Regarding Claim 39, Steingold further discloses the processing device compiles a score 
indicative of the user's ability to correctly anticipate a next play or a next activity in a game (Col 1 
lines 42-52). 

It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rogers' system to include a score indicative of the user's ability to 
correctly anticipate a next play or a next activity in a game, as taught by Steingold as an objective 
way to determine a winner. 

Regarding Claim 40, Steingold further discloses the processing device determines at 
least one of a prize, a winnings, and a compensation, earned by the user for correctly anticipating 
a next play or a next activity in the at least one of a program, an event, and a game (FIG.4, -34, - 
17). 

It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rogers' system to include a winnings earned by the user for 
correctly anticipating a next play in a game, as taught by Steingold as an incentive to reward a 
winner. 

6. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rogers et al (US 
2003/0088878 A1) in view of Botelho et al (US 2002/0069105 A1). 

Regarding Claim 31, Rogers discloses limitations in Claim 21. 
However, Rogers fails to disclose the communication device is an interactive radio. 

In an analogous art, Botelho discloses the communication device is an interactive radio 
(Para 33). 
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It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rogers' system to include an interactive radio, as taught by 
Botelho as an alternative communication device. 

7. Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rogers et al (US 
2003/0088878 A1 ) in view of Crandall et al (US 64251 31 B2). 

Regarding Claim 36, Rogers discloses limitations in Claim 21. 
However, Rogers fails to disclose the user communicates with the individual participant by 
speaking directly with the individual participant. 

In an analogous art, Crandallet discloses the user communicates with the individual 
participant by speaking directly with the individual participant (Col 2 lines 20-32). 

It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rogers' system to include the user communicates with the 
individual participant by speaking directly with the individual participant, as taught by Crandallet to 
take advantage of voice communication device like telephone. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of 
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Fred Peng whose telephone number is (571) 270-1 147. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday-Friday 08:30-1 8:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Chris Grant can be reached on (571) 272-7294. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 

Fred Peng Chris Grant 

Patent Examiner Supervisory Patent Examiner 
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